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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PRICE of Georgia).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 13, 2006.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ToM PRICE
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

————

PRAYER
The Reverend Louis V. Iasiello,
President, Washington Theological

Union, Washington, DC, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Most good and gracious God, You
bless us and guide us at every moment
of our lives, and most especially at
times of great trial and adversity.

We thank You for the priceless gift of
this great Nation and for the constitu-
tional principles that guide it. We
thank Thee for the many liberties that
mark us as a blessed and a free people,
and for myriad patriots who have worn
the sacred cloth of military service
throughout our proud history, citizen
warriors who have defended those free-
doms against the tyrannies of days
past and those who continue the good
fight this very day. We know their
service honors You, for it stands as yet
one more sign of the great bounty that
is the United States of America.

And so at this troublesome time of
national emergency, in the current
struggle against global extremism, we
ask for the strength to face adversity
with pure and sincere hearts that You
might empower us to be a light for all
the nations and build a world with jus-
tice and peace for men and women of
good will everywhere. So help us God,
amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. SHIMKUS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 866. An act to make technical correc-
tions to the United States Code.

———
SMALL BUSINESS NEEDS

(Mrs. KELLY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to con-
tinue addressing the needs of small
businesses that create seven out of
every 10 jobs in our communities.
Small businesses are the backbone of
our local economies.

During the past month, I held small
business walks down the main streets
and through the business districts of
towns and villages in New York’s Hud-
son Valley.

I talked directly to small business
owners and employees in places like

Warwick, Port Jervis, Beacon and
Highland Falls to hear directly from
them about the challenges they face
every day.

They asked for continued tax relief
so they can afford to pay their employ-
ees. They need to keep more of their
earnings in order to create new, good
paying jobs in our local communities.

They asked for affordable health in-
surance to be more accessible for them
to be able to provide for their employ-
ees. Only 41 percent of the smallest
businesses can afford to offer health
benefits, compared with 99 percent of
large companies.

When I discussed small business
health plan legislation that we have
passed in the House, they often agreed
that would be a practical first step to-
ward solving the problem of America’s
uninsured.

Mr. Speaker, these and other pro-
posals are part of a five-point plan I
have been pushing to help our small
businesses, and I ask my colleagues to
support these initiatives that level the
playing field for small businesses and
provide them the tax relief they need.

———

A NEW DIRECTION FOR AMERICA

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
hard on the heels of the anniversary of
9/11, instead of dealing meaningfully
with the concerns of the American peo-
ple, like immigration and the econ-
omy, instead the House deals with
horse slaughter rules and Indian gam-
ing. There is no meaningful action or
even debate on how the Bush adminis-
tration’s war of choice has left Iraq in
shambles and civil war.

North Korea and Iran are more
threatening and dangerous than when
labeled the ‘“‘Axis of Evil.”
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We are losing ground to the Taliban
in Afghanistan, where the NATO com-
mander cannot even get the troops he
says he needs.

Independent polls show America’s
standing in the world at the lowest
ever recorded.

The good news is that there will be a
chance in November’s election where
we will be able to not just send a mes-
sage but change the leadership here in
the House and start a new direction for
America.

——————

BETRAYED IN THE LINE OF DUTY

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, the battle on
the second front continues, and the
U.S. Government shows it is on the
wrong side of the border war.

Two border patrol agents named
Ramos and Compean chased a drug
dealer down on the Mexico-Texas bor-
der. Gun shots were exchanged. The
drug smuggler fled back to safety in
Mexico, leaving his van and 800 pounds
of dope on the American side.

The U.S. decided to prosecute. The
U.S. Attorney went to Mexico, found
the drug dealer, took him to America,
treated his bullet wounds, and then,
get this, gave him immunity to testify
against agents Compean and Ramos for
their shooting him, the criminal.

Both border agents were convicted by
an overzealous prosecutor that was
looking for pelts in her belt. She ap-
peared to have more loyalty to Mexico
than to America because she was on
the wrong side.

Both agents await sentencing. The
two border agents should have been
given medals and sent back down to
the border to bag another drug dealer
instead of being prosecuted.

Yet another example of how our gov-
ernment is more concerned about
illegals and drug dealers than they are
about America and Americans.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

TAX CUTS FOR WEALTHY, PAY
CUTS FOR MIDDLE CLASS

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, for a lot of Amer-
ican families it is becoming more and
more difficult to make ends meet in
the Bush economy. With sky-high gas
prices this summer, rising health care
costs and stagnant wages, working
Americans are feeling a serious squeeze
on their family finances.

Unfortunately, President Bush and
the congressional Republicans refuse to
address our economy because they
think it is moving along smoothly. But
that is simply not the case.

While full-time minimum wage earn-
ers face a 50-year low in buying power,
and all Americans face wages that are
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falling after inflation, corporate profits
have reached their highest share of the
economy since the 1960s. It would be
nice if corporate CEOs and share-
holders were not the only ones bene-
fiting from the production American
workers are bringing in every day.
Democrats believe it is time for them
to get their fair share.

Mr. Speaker, working Americans are
ready for a new economic direction,
one where workers are justly com-
pensated for their efforts and the bene-
fits of increased productivity can be
shared by all. The days of catering ex-
clusively to the wealthiest have helped
create the troubling economic condi-
tions that our Nation now faces. It is
time for a change.

——————

NATO STRATEGIC AIRLIFT
CAPABILITY

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, as a del-
egate of the NATO Parliamentary As-
sembly and very active in its defense
subcommittee, and also the chairman
of the Baltic Caucus, I am excited and
extremely pleased with NATO’s recent
announcement in a letter of intent
after 6 months of negotiation.

Thirteen Nations have developed a
plan to create a NATO Strategic Airlift
Capability based at Ramstein Air
Force Base. Initially comprised of
three to four C-17s, the SAC will be
flown by multinational air crews, pi-
lots and loadmasters, and a multi-
national military structure will be cre-
ated to command and control these air-
craft.

Boeing, who builds the C-17, is a
great U.S. company. This aids in
NATO’s transformation and jobs for
U.S. workers.

———
INTRODUCTION OF H. CON. RES. 453

(Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, with
record temperatures set in the first
half of 2006, with hurricane season upon
us, the need for Congress to address
global climate change is more pressing
than ever.

There is no longer debate within the
scientific community. Global warming
exists, and we need to do something
about it.

We have the opportunity and the re-
sponsibility to take action to reverse
the negative impacts of global climate
change. However, this must be done
both domestically and internationally.

It is time the U.S., with the inter-
national community, fully address the
issue of global climate change.

Congressman Jim Leach and myself
have introduced H. Con. Res. 453, a bi-
partisan resolution expressing the need
for the U.S. to participate in inter-
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national agreements that address glob-
al climate change.

I invite my colleagues to cosponsor
this bill and join us in taking this step
and begin addressing global climate
change.

CONGRATULATING THE 2006 LIT-
TLE LEAGUE WORLD CHAMPIONS

(Mr. WESTMORELAND asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker,
millions play our national pastime for
the love of the game, but only the
truly elite can claim the title of world
champion.

I have the great pleasure of rep-
resenting Columbus, Georgia, home of
the 2006 Little League World Cham-
pions. Our community beams with
pride for these incredible young slug-
gers and slingers.

The players for Columbus Northern
are living the dream of every American
boy who has ever slipped on a glove. In
order to compete for the world cham-
pionship, Columbus Northern first had
to defeat the best Little League teams
that the United States had to offer.

Then, as the American champions in
the World Series, Columbus Northern
took on a tough and talented Japanese
team. The game was a defensive strug-
gle, allowing Columbus Northern to
win 2-1 after a 2-run homer by catcher
Cody Walker, who also caught the
fastball of winning pitcher Kyle Carter.
The champs recently met one of the
Nation’s biggest baseball fans, Presi-
dent Bush, when he was in Atlanta.

The Columbus Northern team is on
top of the world. It will have memories
to last a lifetime.

Mr. Speaker, I salute the players of
Columbus Northern. Georgians and
Americans are thrilled with their suc-
cess, and we are more than a little jeal-
ous, but very thankful, that they get to
live every boy’s dream.

———

PRESIDENT BUSH CONTINUES TO
MISREPRESENT THE WAR IN IRAQ

(Mr. MORAN of Virginia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, in his speech on Monday night,
President Bush continued to try to jus-
tify the invasion of Iraq by drawing
nonexistent links to the 9/11 attacks.
The President’s misuse of the fifth an-
niversary of the attacks shows that he
will go to any length to divert our at-
tention from his failures in Iraq, which
has diverted focus from America’s real
national security concerns.

President Bush, and most Repub-
licans here in Congress, refuse to admit
that things are not going well in Iraq.
One has to only look at a report that
we requested from the President’s own
Pentagon showing that the situation in
Iraq has greatly worsened. The number
of attacks against Americans and
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Iraqis has climbed to its highest level
since the war began, and in the month
of July alone 100 Iraqis a day were
being killed.

U.S. troops continue to pay too high
a price. To date, more than 2,600 brave
American soldiers have lost their lives,
an additional 19,000 have been wounded,
and we have now spent over $320 billion
in Iraq. Do we really need to lose 58,000
soldiers before we stop staying the
same course in Iraq as we did in Viet-
nam?

It is time for a new strategy in Iraq,
one where the Iraqis themselves, not
foreign occupiers, are responsible for
their Nation’s future.

———————

UNITY AND RESOLVE WILL WIN
THE WAR ON TERROR

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, Osama bin Laden himself has
stated that victory for the extremists
in Iraq will mean America’s defeat and
disgrace forever.

The terrorists clearly see Iraq has
the central front in the global war on
terror.

On Monday evening, the fifth anni-
versary of the attacks of 9/11 and the
beginning of the war on terror, the
President clearly stated the impor-
tance of success in Afghanistan and
Iraqg and winning that war. He under-
stands the resolve that we need to
meet the significant challenges faced
by our Nation.

And what is the response of the
Democratic leadership? To attack the
President for even mentioning Iraq as a
part of the war on terror. They seek,
once again, to distract and divide
America to score cheap political
points.

For whatever reason, they do not
take the terrorists at their word with
regard to Iraq, or they do not care be-
cause they see a political benefit in un-
dermining U.S. efforts.

The Democrats must understand that
America must be united. We must have
the resolve to defeat the terrorists in
the heart of their power so we do not
have to fight them on our own streets.

One has to wonder if the Democratic
leadership cares as much about win-
ning the war on terror as they do about
winning the election in November.

———
O 1015

PRESIDENT BUSH USES NATION-
ALLY TELEVISED SPEECH TO
SPREAD DISINFORMATION

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, just when
you thought the Bush administration
had finally faced reality and admitted
that Iraq had nothing to do with 9/11,
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President Bush uses a nationally tele-
vised speech on 9/11 to once again blur
the lines between the war on terror and
the war in Iraq.

Last week, a bipartisan Senate Intel-
ligence Committee report concluded
that the U.S. intelligence analysts
were strongly disputing any link be-
tween al Qaeda and Iraq, while the
Bush administration officials were fab-
ricating links to justify invading Iraq.

Over the last month, President Bush
and Vice President CHENEY have admit-
ted to the American people there was
no link between the terrorist attack on
September 11 and the Iraq war. Yet,
during a nationally televised speech on
Monday, the President once again had
the audacity to say that the safety of
America depends on the outcome of the
battle in the streets of Baghdad, once
again connecting in many people’s
minds 9/11 and Iraq.

The President can’t have it both
ways. And on an issue so important as
this, national security, the President
should level with the American people
and admit it is time to make a change
and change the course in Iraq.

————

IN MEMORY OF FORMER U.S.
CONGRESSMAN CLAIR BURGENER

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great sadness that I inform the House
of the passing of our former colleague,
the gentleman from California, Clair
Burgener. He was an amazing indi-
vidual, and I have a load of articles
here that have been written about him
over the past several days.

I think the San Diego Union-Tribune
put it extraordinarily well when it
said: ‘“‘Burgener earned a reputation for
honesty and modesty in a three-decade
career that began in San Diego city
politics and ended in the hallways of
the Nation’s Capitol.”

As we look at this time of partisan
divide here, former nine-term Demo-
cratic Congressman Lionel Van Deerlin
said, ‘“He was a wonderful colleague.
He and I were on different levels as far
as our voting went, but we didn’t try to
hold back or fool each other.”

And Herb Klein, the retired editor in
chief of Copley Newspapers and direc-
tor of communications for President
Nixon, recalled a man of unbending
ethics: ‘‘Clair Burgener was the epit-
ome of a great American Congressman.
He was honest and ethical, a strong
leader dedicated to his community. He
was a wonderful friend whose warmth
never waned.”

Mr. Speaker, our thoughts and pray-
ers go to Clair’s wife, Marvia. We
thank him for his extraordinary serv-
ice to the United States of America.

————
PRESIDENT ATTEMPTS TO CON-
NECT IRAQ WITH OVERALL WAR
ON TERROR

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House

H6433

for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday night, President Bush contin-
ued this difficult job he has of trying to
connect the war in Iraq with al Qaeda.
He said it is the most difficult part of
his job. Because there is no connection.

Even the Senate report this past
week said, and it is a bipartisan report
from the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee, said there is no link between
Saddam Hussein and al Qaeda. The
Senators wrote: ‘“‘Saddam expressed
only negative opinions about Osama
bin Laden.”

Yet the President had the audacity
on Sunday night to say that our Na-
tion’s safety depends on what happens
in the streets of Baghdad. Now, Mr.
Speaker, we have to ask the President,
where were you when you set this war
up and you told General Shinseki, head
of the Army, we didn’t need 350,000 peo-
ple; we could go over there with a mini-
mal force?

You led us into this quagmire, and
you have got to give us a way out. We
need the strategic redeployment that
Mr. MURTHA is talking about.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not to the
President.

———

BORDER SECURITY

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to remind my colleagues that partisan
bickering and ill-fated policies toward
immigration reform will simply not
solve the crisis we are facing today. We
must produce a solution to border secu-
rity and close a major loophole in our
Nation’s security, thereby fulfilling the
most important role of the Federal
Government.

It is time we turn off the faucet be-
fore we decide to fix the pipes. Now is
not the time to work on comprehensive
reform. During the District Work Pe-
riod in August, my constituents deliv-
ered a clear message: no amnesty, just
secure the borders now. After 22 immi-
gration field hearings, an identical re-
sounding and powerful message has
been sent to officials in Washington:
secure the borders now.

Why are my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle so opposed to the will
of the American people? Security is an
issue that should not be taken lightly,
much less used for political gain.

Mr. Speaker, we are now in Wash-
ington to represent those who voted to
send us here, and we must not ignore
the message they are sending. It is
time to secure the borders and stop the
unending flow of illegal aliens.
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HOW SAFE IS AMERICA TODAY
FROM TERRORIST ATTACKS?

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. How safe is
America today from terrorist attacks?
Here are some of the results from For-
eign Policy magazine’s recently pub-
lished ‘‘Terrorism Index,” a survey of
over 100 top national security experts
from across the political spectrum,
with the results weighted to ensure
balance between conservatives and lib-
erals.

Among the key findings are, one, 84
percent of the experts said we are los-
ing the war on terror. Eighty-six per-
cent said that the world is becoming
more dangerous for the United States
and the American people. Ninety-three
percent said the war in Afghanistan
had a positive impact on the war on
terror, but 87 percent said the war in
Iraq had a negative impact on the war
on terror.

It is clear to the American people
now that this country is moving in the
wrong direction, the wrong direction in
the war in Iraq; and it is time for a new
direction. The Democrats offer a new
direction for America.

———

GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, in the 5
years since the 9/11 terrorist attacks,
we have made great strides in fighting
global terrorism, but this war is not
over. The recently uncovered plot to
bomb U.S.-bound passenger jets made
it clear that we are still threatened.

As we remember 9/11, we must renew
our commitment to winning this war
against Islamic terrorists. Make no
mistake, the enemy hasn’t lost its re-
solve. Osama bin Laden put it this way.
He said, ‘“The whole world is watching
this war and the two adversaries. It is
either victory and glory or misery and
humiliation.”

Our enemies are determined, but
they will be defeated if we remain vigi-
lant. As Congress deliberates this
month, we must continue to make the
protection of the American people our
top priority. America’s greatest
strength lies with our people’s love of
freedom. By doing what it takes to win
this war, we will show that our love for
freedom is stronger than our enemy’s
desire for bloodshed and tyranny.

———

DEMOCRATS SUPPORT DEMOC-
RACY AT HOME AS WELL AS
ABROAD

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
the statement by Majority Leader
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BOEHNER was shameful and disgraceful.
To suggest that my fellow Democrats
care more about protecting the terror-
ists than the American people is not
right, it is not fair, it is not just, and
it is not the American way.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats will not
stand by and let a single attack go un-
answered. You may play the politics of
fear, you may question the patriotism
of those who use their constitutional
rights to criticize this administration,
but this dog will not hunt. This dog
just will not hunt.

The American people know better.
They want this Nation to take a new
path. They want to move in a different
direction. They want leaders who re-
spect the dignity and the values of our
democracy. We cannot defend democ-
racy abroad if we don’t practice it here
at home.

———

CONGRATULATING HARALSON
COUNTY, GEORGIA, ON ITS 150TH
ANNIVERSARY

(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Haralson County, Geor-
gia, which this year is celebrating its
150th anniversary.

One hundred fifty years ago, back in
1856, the Georgia General Assembly
created Haralson County from parts of
Carroll and Polk Counties. Haralson
County is forever tied to the statesman
of its founding. The county was named
after a distinguished soldier and a
United States Congressman, Hugh
Haralson, and the county’s seat, Bu-
chanan, was named several years later
after President James Buchanan.

Mr. Speaker, one of the most rec-
ognizable sites in the city of Buchanan
is the courthouse, built in 1891, and
currently listed on the National Reg-
ister of Historic Sites. The courthouse
is symbolic of Haralson County, for as
the county has grown and changed over
the past 150 years, it has never lost
sight of its history and founding.

And though the county’s founders
might not recognize some of the recent
additions, like the Honda plant, I know
they would feel right at home in the
warm communities that populate this
county. Mr. Speaker, I ask that you
and all of my colleagues join me in
congratulating the citizens of Bremen,
Buchanan, Tallapoosa, Waco, and all of
Haralson County on this historic occa-
sion.

———

PRESIDENTIAL RHETORIC VS.
ECONOMIC REALITY

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-
ber of the Education and Workforce
Committee, I am shocked at the dif-
ference between Presidential rhetoric
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and economic reality. Every time the
President speaks about the state of our
Nation, it becomes apparent just how
out of touch he really is.

Last month, after meeting at Camp
David with his economic team, the
President told reporters that things
are good for the American worker. Let
me ask: What exactly is his economic
team telling him?

The reality is that American workers
are suffering, while corporate profits
soar. Productivity in our Nation has
increased, but the workers who are
putting in the extra effort have no
piece of that wealth they are helping to
create. In fact, wages and salaries are
at their lowest proportion of the econ-
omy, while corporate profits are at the
highest level since 1960.

What that means for the average
American worker is that they are
working harder without receiving any
real pay increase. Meanwhile, the com-
panies they work for are reporting
record profits. Something is wrong. We
need to turn it around and have that
reality work for the working people.

PRESIDENT HAS MISLED THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE ON IRAQ

(Ms. WATERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, the
President of the United States con-
tinues to try and sell Americans on the
fact that we should be in Iraq.

Mr. President, where is Osama bin
Laden? Mr. President, you have spent
over $300 billion on this occupation in
Irag. You have misled this country. We
have over 2,700 soldiers that are dead
and the occupation continues. We are
less safe.

The real war is in Afghanistan. We
have not dedicated the soldiers or the
money there. That border between Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan is a staging
ground for our soldiers to be attacked,
yet we wrap our arms around Mr.
Musharraf, the President of Pakistan.
They won’t even let us come into Paki-
stan to get the terrorists who are at-
tacking our soldiers.

It is time for the President of the
United States to own up to the fact
that he has made a mistake. He has
misled the American people. We cannot
continue this occupation. It is draining
us of our resources, and it is placing us
in real danger. Mr. President, go get
Osama bin Laden.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will request once again that
Members address their remarks to the
Chair and not to the President.
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RAISING THE MINIMUM WAGE

(Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of
raising the minimum wage. Less than a
month ago in this body I voted against
raising the minimum wage. Now why
would I vote against raising the min-
imum wage? There is no Member in
this House that supports raising the
minimum wage more than I do. I clear-
ly understand that a person cannot live
on $10,700 a year. But it was a poison
pill. As we said in the Florida House, it
was the kiss of death because it was
tied to an estate tax that would have
taken trillions of dollars out of the
budget and we would have had to cut
education, health care and so many
other programs that we care about.

The Bible says the poor will always
be with us, but our job is to help raise
the standard. Give us a clean bill on
this floor and let’s vote to help the
American people.

IRAQ IS A DISTRACTION

(Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, on Monday night, our President had
an opportunity, after 5 years of 9/11, to
again unify this Nation as he did in
2001. Instead, he chose to give a polit-
ical speech that focused more on the
war in Iraq than what he is doing now
to secure this Nation against those
really responsible for the attacks of 9/
11.

Last month, the Republican cochair
of the 9/11 Commission Tom Kean said,
“We’re not protecting our people in
this country. The government is not
doing its job.” That is from a Repub-
lican.

When Commissioner Kean was asked
whether Iraq is preventing us from pro-
tecting our Nation, Kean admitted Iraq
has been a distraction.

Five years ago and 2 days after 9/11,
Osama bin Laden remains at large and
the Taliban is resurging in Afghani-
stan. Since the Bush administration
turned its attention away from Af-
ghanistan to go into Iraq, roadside
bombs have increased by 30 percent and
suicide bombings have doubled.

Mr. Speaker, President Bush had a
chance on Monday to level with the
American people. It is time we turn our
attention back to Osama bin Laden,
who really was the one who was respon-
sible for the 9/11 attacks. Let’s get
Osama bin Laden.

———

AMERICA CANNOT AFFORD TO
STAY THE COURSE
(Mr. WU asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend his remarks.)
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Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, it is indeed
time for a change in Iraq. Our troops
are currently caught in a deadly civil
war between the Sunnis and Shiias, a
war that is resulting in the death of
American soldiers every night, and
hundreds of Iraqi civilians every day. If
there was ever a time to change tac-
tics, now is that time.

House Republicans and President
Bush cling stubbornly to the mantra
‘“‘stay the course,” but slogans cannot
substitute for strategy.

President Bush says American troops
will still be on the ground in Iraq when
he leaves office in 2009, and that would
make the Iraq war longer than World
War II. We cannot continue to be
bogged down in Iraq’s civil war. Condi-
tions there are not getting better. Ac-
cording to the latest Pentagon report,
things are actually getting worse and
the war in Iraq has put an enormous
strain on our military, resulting in
military readiness levels at historic
lows.

It is time we get back to fighting the
real war on terror and not a civil war
in Iraq.

———

REPUBLICANS PREFER TO PLAY
POLITICS

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this
week Republicans have turned to their
two favorite political tactics: Smear
and fear. It is bad enough that Presi-
dent Bush chose to use a 9/11 anniver-
sary speech on Monday night not to
unite this Nation with facts but in-
stead to once again divide us by using
his bully pulpit to instill fear into
Americans with misleading state-
ments.

Just 2 weeks ago the President said
Iraq had nothing to do with 9/11, but
once again on Monday night he spent
the majority of his speech in the Oval
Office talking about Iraq.

Why would the President talk about
Iraq if he knows it had nothing to do
with 9/11?

Mr. Speaker, he is trying to blur the
issue so Americans will continue to
tolerate his failed stay-the-course
strategy that a majority of Americans
have already rejected.

Democrats want a new direction for
Iraq, with the responsible redeploy-
ment of U.S. troops beginning this
year, in order to strongly position
America to confront the global chal-
lenge of terrorism. Unlike the adminis-
tration’s current plan, our real secu-
rity plan is a strategy for taking the
fight to the terrorists to better protect
Americans.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2965, FEDERAL PRISON
INDUSTRIES COMPETITION IN
CONTRACTING ACT OF 2006

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
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call up House Resolution 997 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 997

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2965) to amend
title 18, United States Code, to require Fed-
eral Prison Industries to compete for its con-
tracts minimizing its unfair competition
with private sector firms and their non-in-
mate workers and empowering Federal agen-
cies to get the best value for taxpayers’ dol-
lars, to provide a five-year period during
which Federal Prison Industries adjusts to
obtaining inmate work opportunities
through other than its mandatory source
status, to enhance inmate access to remedial
and vocational opportunities and other reha-
bilitative opportunities to better prepare in-
mates for a successful return to society, to
authorize alternative inmate work opportu-
nities in support of non-profit organizations
and other public service programs, and for
other purposes. The first reading of the bill
shall be dispensed with. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on the Judiciary. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. It shall be in order to
consider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on the Judici-
ary now printed in the bill. The committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be considered as read. Notwithstanding
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.
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Mr. Speaker, this is a structured rule
providing for consideration of H.R.
2965, the Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2006.
The rule provides 1 hour of general de-
bate, equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and the ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. It waives all points of order
against consideration of the bill. It
provides that the amendment in the
nature of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on the Judiciary which
is now printed in the bill shall be con-
sidered as an original bill for the pur-
pose of amendments and shall be con-
sidered as read.

The rule makes in order only those
amendments printed in the Rules Com-
mittee report accompanying the reso-
lution, and it provides that the amend-
ments made in order may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be consid-
ered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report, equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent
and an opponent, and shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the rule waives
all points of order against the amend-
ments printed in the report and allows
one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

Mr. Speaker, today we will debate re-
forming a government-owned corpora-
tion called UNICOR, which is more
commonly known as the Federal Pris-
on Industries. Federal Prison Indus-
tries, Incorporated, manufactures prod-
ucts and provides services that are sold
to the executive agencies in the Fed-
eral Government. When the Federal
prison system was established at the
turn of the 20th century, factories were
erected in Federal prisons to manufac-
ture products for the Federal Govern-
ment. President Roosevelt consoli-
dated Federal Prison Industries into
UNICOR in 1934 to provide training op-
portunities for inmates, control inmate
behavior, and diversify production.

In fiscal year 2005, Federal Prison In-
dustries generated $765 million in sales
with all revenue reinvested in the pur-
chase of raw materials and wages for
inmates and staff. As of 2004, there
were 102 UNICOR factories at 71 dif-
ferent correctional facilities working
on operations such as metals, fur-
niture, electronics, textiles and graphic
arts. UNICOR currently employs 19,720
inmates, or 17 percent of eligible Fed-
eral prisoners, at a rate of 23 cents to
$1.15 an hour and, by charter, must be
economically self-sustaining without
any Federal appropriations.

So, Mr. Speaker, the problem with
the current system is the adverse im-
pact it has had on small businesses
which do not have the ability to com-
pete with UNICOR’s guaranteed mar-
ket, even if they could provide a better
deal for our government agencies.
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Mr. HOEKSTRA introduced H.R. 2965,
the Federal Prison Industries Competi-
tion in Contracting Act of 2005, with
the fundamental objective of cor-
recting this problem by eliminating
the requirement for Federal agencies
to purchase products from TUNICOR
under most circumstances.

H.R. 1829, the Federal Prison Indus-
tries Competition in Contracting Act
of 2003 passed by a vote of 350-65 in the
108th Congress, and it is almost iden-
tical to this Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2005,
the notable exception being the author-
ization of a new work-based employ-
ment preparation program for Federal
inmates where private sector firms can
enter into agreements with UNICOR to
prepare inmates to reenter society
through real-world work and appren-
ticeships.

The Federal Prison Industries Com-
petition in Contracting Act would
change the 1934 statute of Federal Pris-
on Industries by requiring UNICOR to
compete, let me repeat, to compete for
business opportunities instead of rely-
ing on a mandatory government pur-
chasing, prohibits inmate labor from
being sold separate from inmate prod-
ucts, provides more remedial education
and vocational training opportunities
for inmates, authorizes alternative in-
mate work opportunities in support of
nonprofit community service organiza-
tions, and it allows the Attorney Gen-
eral oversight and discretion to award
individual source contracts should
UNICOR lose a contract and endanger
the safety of a Federal correctional in-
stitution.

It establishes a $2.50 per hour min-
imum wage for prisoners who are with-
in 2 years of release. It raises the max-
imum wage to half of the Federal min-
imum wage for all inmates by Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and equal to the Fed-
eral minimum wage by 2013.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, it increases the
ability for public comment on proposed
Federal Prison Industries expansions
and ensures direct access to these com-
ments by the board of directors.

Considering our Nation’s tradition on
promoting fair competition and with
the support of organizations and busi-
ness interests such as the Associated
Builders and Contractors, the Coalition
for Government Procurement, the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers,
the National Federation of Independent
Business, the Uniform and Textile
Service Association, the United States
Chamber of Commerce, and the Prison
and Justice Fellowship, it should be
reasonable to apply good business prac-
tices to prison labor.

Beyond fair competition, it is impor-
tant to modernize the Federal Prison
Industries program for this 21st cen-
tury. UNICOR has operated on the
same base model since 1934, despite di-
verse changes in labor and technology.

Our Federal prisoners are beyond the
days of simply stamping a license plate
for a penny a day. If we are to remain
committed to rehabilitation and our
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Federal system of prisons, then we
need a serious commitment to give
prisoners reasonable work skills, rein-
force acceptable behavior, and rein-
state these prisoners to a real world
work environment.

0 1045

Furthermore, we need a system that
is business friendly and is cost effec-
tive to our Federal Government.

I urge my colleagues to vote for swift
passage of this rule, and, of course,
H.R. 2965, the Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2006.

I, Mr. Speaker, stand in support for
both the rule and the underlying legis-
lation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank
Mr. GINGREY for the time, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this rule and to the underlying
bill. In 1934, Congress had established
Federal Prison Industries, or FPI, a
government corporation that employs
inmates in Federal prisons to produce
goods and services for the Federal Gov-
ernment.

FPI employs nearly 20,000 inmates in
more than 100 prison factories to man-
ufacture a number of products for the
United States Government. Prisoners
manufacture such items as clothing,
textiles, fleet management of the vehi-
cle components, graphics and indus-
trial products in return for cheap
labor. Inmates receive valuable job
training opportunities that teach them
the necessary skills that may help
them become productive, hardworking
citizens once they reenter society.

Under current Federal law, FPI is a
mandatory source of goods and services
for Federal agencies. That means, Mr.
Speaker, that any agency that wants
to buy at least $2,500 worth of goods
and services must first seek to do so
through FPI. If FPI cannot process an
order, the agency is then given a waiv-
er to make the purchase from another
source.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation seeks to
phase out the preference given to Fed-
eral Prison Industries in contracts
with Federal agencies. Supporters
claim that it is unfair to exclusively
employ prisoners when small busi-
nesses and private firms want to secure
contracts with the Federal Govern-
ment.

However, I claim if it ain’t broke,
don’t fix it. I claim that it is unfair to
spend more than half a billion tax dol-
lars to dissolve an effective and self-
sustaining program. I claim that it is
unfair to obligate an additional $75
million a year for the next 5 years to
implement an educational and voca-
tional program to replace an already
successful educational and vocational
program.

This seems to me to be an extraor-
dinarily wasteful way to spend Amer-
ican taxpayers’ dollars. As a former
judge, I know the importance of prison
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employment training programs. I per-
sonally witnessed the benefits of giving
prisoners constructive work while they
are incarcerated. While the Federal
Prison Industries may need reform, I
propose we seek other options. I pro-
pose we first ask the Bureau of Prisons
what they think about reforming Fed-
eral Prison Industries.

I propose we ask the Federal agencies
that receive FPI products and services
what improvements can be made. I am
not convinced that this particular bill
is necessary or that it is the best solu-
tion in reforming Federal Prison Indus-
tries.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I do not under-
stand why this bill could not have been
considered under an open rule. It was
in the last Congress, and this same
measure passed in the last Congress,
350-65, was not taken up by the U.S.
Senate, is not going to be taken up by
the United States Senate in the next 2
weeks and probably not even in a lame
duck session.

There weren’t very many of our col-
leagues who offered amendments at the
Rules Committee last night, and of the
Members who were not permitted to
offer their amendments, Mr. SCOTT
from the Judiciary Committee and Mr.
ROHRABACHER, a Democrat and a Re-
publican, each had thoughtful amend-
ments, which the full House should
have been given the opportunity to de-
bate.

We didn’t vote yesterday until 6:30 in
the evening, and there isn’t anything
at least firm on the schedule on the
floor Friday. So why not let the House
work its will? Why continue to stamp
out democracy here in the people’s
House while feigning to advocate de-
mocracy around the globe. It really
kind of makes you go hmm, and it
makes me wonder, Mr. Speaker.

For all of the above reasons, I urge
my colleagues to reject this rule and
the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 5 min-
utes to the distinguished gentleman
from California (Mr. COSTA).

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak on the rule, not due to the
merits of the bill before us, but because
I am compelled to call to attention the
complete debacle that I think is exist-
ing at the Federal Bureau of Prisons.

I rise on behalf of my constituents in
a small rural town in Mendota, Cali-
fornia, to demand that the Federal
Government stay true to its word, as a
focus to the core of this issue, to focus
on what I believe is smart budgeting in
addressing the security demands that
evolved with our country, as well as
the Federal Government’s commitment
to make good on its commitments.

In May of 2000 the city of Mendota
was approached by the Federal Bureau
of Prisons to build a medium security
Federal correctional institution. The
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local elected officials, the community
leaders have been strong supporters of
this project and proud to provide the
public service to our country, which
also has the effect of encouraging eco-
nomic stimulus that this prison would
create.

As you see here, over $100 million has
already been spent on the facility. It is
about 40 percent complete. This photo-
graph was taken about a week ago.

The funding, though, is now in jeop-
ardy. The administration has proposed
a rescission of $57 million in fiscal year
2002 and 2004 that has jeopardized the
entire completion of this project.
Mendota’s contract is set to expire in
October of this year, which, in this
case, is anticipated that any new con-
tract that will have to be reissued will
cost the Federal Government and our
budget 20 percent in additional dollars.

Yet the Bush administration refuses
the request to add additional dollars,
dollars to complete this facility. The
administration’s approach to funding
in this case, in my opinion, is penny-
wise and pound foolish. There is no
sound reasoning that would support
cutting off the funding for the comple-
tion of this facility. We know what the
issue is on the Federal level. We have,
under the medium security facilities,
currently over 37 percent over capacity
throughout the country, 37 percent
over capacity. The Federal Bureau of
Prisons expects that they need to
house 7,600 new Federal inmates annu-
ally.

In California, our institutional sys-
tem is 89 percent over capacity, and
the Department of Corrections expects
an increase of over 4,000 inmates annu-
ally. This Mendota facility would pro-
vide 1,522 much-needed beds to help ad-
dress this growing demand. The Fed-
eral Government has made a long-term
commitment to construct and operate
this facility.

To bring this project to a virtual halt
would be unfair not only to the citizens
of Mendota, who have over an 18 per-
cent unemployment level, of which 42
percent of the population is living
below the poverty line. The President
would provide good jobs and a major
boost to the very depressed local econ-
omy.

Now, when we talk about the admin-
istration’s failure and their fiscal year
irresponsibility to American taxpayers,
I think this continues, when you begin
to understand that the Bureau of Pris-
ons proposes to begin the construction
of two new facilities while they want
to stop this one half completed. What
sense does that make?

That is right, believe it or not, we
have a half-built prison in California in
the city of Mendota. It will cost the
Federal Government $2 million a year
to mothball this facility, to go in and
to make sure that they flush the toi-
lets and they do the other kinds of
things necessary to Kkeep it oper-
ational.

In closing, this is an untenable situa-
tion. It is an untenable situation for
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the city of Mendota. It is an embar-
rassment to this administration, which
finds its credibility being shredded al-
most on a daily basis. It is clear that if
the Bush administration refuses to pro-
vide the promised funding to this ongo-
ing construction of this facility, this
half-built facility will be standing
proof to our administration’s failure to
keep its word and to honor its commit-
ments.

Ladies and gentlemen, I urge that re-
consideration be taken to this funding
rescission and that, in fact, we offer
good common sense as it relates to our
Federal budget. It is not good fiscal re-
sponsibility to stop construction of a
half-completed prison and begin the
construction of two new facilities that
have yet to be started.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I don’t
question the gentleman from Califor-
nia’s right to take an opportunity to
advocate on behalf of his district and
the construction of that Federal facil-
ity, and I am sure he knows of what he
speaks. But getting more to the point
of this particular bill, the gentleman,
my good friend from Florida, wanted
an open rule.

Of course, I understand that. I think
if I were on the other side, I would al-
ways want an open rule as well. But in
the spirit of openness, I want to point
out to my colleagues, Mr. Speaker,
that I think there were eight or nine
amendments submitted. We accepted
five. Three of those amendments to
this bill were Democratic amendments,
one was a bipartisan amendment. Yes,
there was one Republican amendment.

The last time we passed this bill,
there were something like, we had an
open rule, and there were 14 amend-
ments that were accepted. All of those
amendments are included now in the
text of this bill that we are discussing
today.

I just want to point out that the
process of bipartisanship and openness,
Mr. Speaker, let me just tell you, and
remind my colleague from Florida, and
I know he is aware of this, but in the
committee, the ranking member, Mr.
CONYERS, supported this bill as did Mr.
WATT, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. WATERS, and
Mr. FRANK. The main amendment that
came through committee concerned
this issue of training, of better training
of our current Federal prison popu-
lation to help them be better rehabili-
tated and have an opportunity, as they
go out into the 21st century.

As we point out, we are trying to re-
vise something that started in 1934
with people stamping license plates.
There is a lot of modern technology,
Mr. Speaker. I know all of our col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle un-
derstand that.

If there is some way that we can give
that training to these people in the
prison system who want to change
their lives, and, as soon as they get
out, they get a good job, maybe even go
to work for one of these private compa-
nies that is helping provide for their
training through this program, that
was a wonderful addition to the bill.
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That, in fact, was new since the last
time this bill came up. Again, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. WATT, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms.
WATERS and Mr. FRANK were all very
supportive of that.

So the statement that “if it ain’t
broke, don’t fix it,” I think it was
broke, and I think my good friend from
Florida’s colleagues felt that it was
broken, and in a bipartisan way we are
trying to fix it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume only to respond to my
good friend from Georgia that I am pre-
pared, as I am sure all Members in this
body are, to stipulate that this is an
important matter. The question that I
would ask and answer rhetorically is,
is this the most important thing that
we could be doing here? If it is, I am
missing something, because I did not
see the minimum wage, I did not see
port security, I did not see the appro-
priations bills. All we have done is two
of the 13 up to now.

So if this is the most important
thing, which has already passed in a
previous session of Congress 350-65, and
ain’t going to pass the other body this
week or next or before September 29,
when the majority leader has said that
we will go sine die during that par-
ticular weekend, I am here to tell you
that this is a woeful response, and it is
more than credible that it will make
the suggestion that people make come
to fruition that this is a do-nothing
Congress, when in fact we are taking
up something that may very well be
important, but it sure ain’t the most
important thing to Jane and Joe Lunch
Bucket in America.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume for
the purpose of closing.

The gentleman says that is not the
most important thing, and I don’t dis-
agree with him. I think it is very im-
portant. It is not the most important
thing. Of course, a lot of ‘“the most im-
portant things’” that he has mentioned
this Republican majority has brought
to the floor of this House and we have
passed, some of that, most of it actu-
ally, in a bipartisan way, with support
from the other side.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GINGREY. Of course, I yield to
my friend, the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Most
quickly, have we done the appropria-
tions measures, and can the gentleman
assure me that between now and Sep-
tember 29 we will pass the rest of the
appropriations measures in the House
of Representatives?

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, as the
gentleman from Florida knows, we
have passed I guess it is 10 out of 11. We
may have one appropriations bill that
has not passed the House. All of the

Mr.
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rest have. We are waiting on the Sen-
ate. We are very confident that we will
next week, given the leader’s colloquy
for what our schedule is, I can’t say for
sure, but it is my understanding we
will be dealing with both the Homeland
Security appropriation and the Depart-
ment of Defense appropriation next
week.

As I pointed out, we have passed all
of these appropriations bills. We have
done our work and we will continue to
do our work. We are ready to receive
those conference reports.

In the meantime then, what are we
to do? Is the gentleman suggesting we
sit over here on the leadership major-
ity side and do nothing? Absolutely
not, Mr. Speaker. We are doing our
work.

This is a very important piece of leg-
islation, and I want to thank my col-
league from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA)
for sponsoring it and for being a tire-
less champion of reform for Federal
Prison Industries.

As I discussed in my opening state-
ment, it is important to protect the in-
terests of business without diminishing
the effectiveness of our Federal Prison
Industries, also referred to as UNICOR.
With H.R. 2965, the Federal Prison In-
dustries Competition in Contracting
Act of 2005, this Congress has an oppor-
tunity to promote fair competition and
to update UNICOR for the 21st century,
as I said earlier.

This body passed similar legislation
with an overwhelming 350-65 majority.
Federal Prison Industries are impor-
tant for prisoner behavior control, for
the safety of our Federal prison guards,
and, furthermore, it serves as an oppor-
tunity, and this is most important, for
inmates to learn skills necessary for
life after prison. It helps reduce the
number of repeat offenders and ulti-
mately reduces the stress of our over-
crowded prisons. My good friend the
gentleman from California (Mr. COSTA),
of course, mentioned that in describing
the facility in his district that is so
needed.

This current Federal Prison Indus-
tries system is outdated and it still op-
erates off of the same executive order
issued by President Franklin Delano
Roosevelt in 1934. Considering the glob-
al economy and accounting for further
changes and the needs and exchange of
goods and services in this, the 21st cen-
tury, it is important to update this
program in order to preserve its effi-
ciency for rehabilitating prisoners.

The Federal Prison Industries Com-
petition in Contracting Act of 2005
would preserve the successful formula
of the current system with the checks
and balances of a competitive market.
It is no longer in the best interests of
our government or Federal prisons to
have a guaranteed artificial market.
Our current system is not fair to small
businesses who wish to compete for
government contracts, it is not fair to
the executive agencies trying to work
within a tight budget, and it is not fair
for the education of prisoners who need
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to learn new job skills and the nature
of a competitive market.

Outside of providing competition for
outside businesses, H.R. 2965, the Fed-
eral Prison Industries Competition in
Contracting Act of 2005 would prohibit
inmate labor from being sold separate
from inmate products, it would provide
more remedial education and voca-
tional opportunities for inmates, and it
would authorize alternative inmate
work opportunities in support of non-
profit community service organiza-
tions.

So, Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to
reiterate the diverse support of H.R.
2965, the Federal Prison Industries
Competition in Contracting Act of 2005,
including businesses, civic organiza-
tions and the unions. It is important to
pass legislation to reform Federal Pris-
on Industries in order to sustain the
program for the 21st century.

I ask my colleagues, please support
this rule and the underlying legisla-
tion.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of this legislation that will end the un-
fair government-sponsored monopoly enjoyed
by Federal Prison Industries.

H.R. 2965 is a good bill that will protect the
jobs of American taxpayers. According to the
National Economic Council, 2.9 million manu-
facturing jobs have been lost since 2001. We
should do everything possible to keep workers
employed.

FPI is, not competing on a level playing
field. It pays its workers just pennies and is
not required to pay taxes. With its predatory
practices, FPI has contributed to the closure of
private companies and the loss of tens of
thousands of jobs throughout the Nation. This
legislation will ensure that contracts are
awarded to the company that will provide the
best products, delivered on time, and at the
best prices, thereby saving taxpayer dollars
and protecting good jobs. In short, the way the
free market is supposed to operate.

H.R. 2965 also provides valuable alternative
rehabilitative opportunities, including work in
support of nonprofit, public service organiza-
tions, to better prepare inmates for a success-
ful return to society.

The bill enjoys broad bipartisan support, and
has previously passed the House overwhelm-
ingly. Additionally, H.R. 2965 has support from
much of the business community and orga-
nized labor.

| urge my colleagues to vote for this legisla-
tion and to oppose any amendment that will
weaken the underlying bill.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. RES. 994, EXPRESSING
SENSE OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES ON FIFTH ANNI-
VERSARY OF TERRORIST AT-
TACKS LAUNCHED AGAINST THE
UNITED STATES ON SEPTEMBER
11, 2001

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 996 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 996

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the resolution (H. Res. 994) ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Represent-
atives on the fifth anniversary of the ter-
rorist attacks launched against the United
States on September 11, 2001. The resolution
shall be considered as read. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the resolution and preamble to final adop-
tion without intervening motion or demand
for division of the question except: (1) four
hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the Majority Leader and Minority
Leader or their designees; and (2) one motion
to recommit which may not contain instruc-
tions.

SEC. 2. During consideration of House Res-
olution 994 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the resolution to a time des-
ignated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my friend the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

Mr. Speaker, this rule provides for 4
hours of debate in the House, equally
divided and controlled by the majority
leader and minority leader or their des-
ignees. It waives all points of order
against consideration of the resolution
and also provides one motion to recom-
mit, which may not contain instruc-
tions.

Finally, it provides that notwith-
standing the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone fur-
ther consideration of the resolution to
a time designated by the Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, we are here today, 5
years after the tragedy of September
11, to speak with one voice to let the
world know that we have not forgotten
the lessons of that terrible day. We are
here to remember the thousands ruth-
lessly murdered by our enemies who hi-
jacked four civilian aircraft and
crashed them into the World Trade
Center towers, the Pentagon and a field
in Pennsylvania, and to recognize the
unimaginable losses suffered by their
families. We are also here to honor the
sacrifices and the courage shown by
our first responders who selflessly
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rushed to the flaming buildings in
order to rescue the victims of these at-
tacks.

We are also here to let our allies in
the war on terror know that we stand
united with them in the war on terror,
and to recognize the progress that con-
tinues to be made by our Federal intel-
ligence, law enforcement and security
agencies in conjunction with intel-
ligence, law enforcement and security
agencies of our allies, in keeping Amer-
icans safe. And we are here to remind
these allies and to place our enemies
on notice that we will never shirk from
the war on terror and that we will
never forget what happened on Sep-
tember 11, 2001.

The six-page resolution should be
recognized by every Member of this
body as an opportunity to remember
our Nation’s tragic loss and to encour-
age every American to do the same. It
is an opportunity to extend our sym-
pathies to the families of the lost and
to honor those who risked their own
lives and health trying to protect the
lives and health of others.

It is an opportunity to extend our
gratitude to our intelligence and mili-
tary personnel serving at home and
abroad and their families for their
service. It is to thank the citizens of
other nations who are contributing to
the effort to defeat global terrorism.

More importantly, it is an oppor-
tunity by this body to reaffirm that we
remain vigilant and steadfast in the
war on terror, that we remember the
sacrifices made by so many innocent
Americans on September 11 and that
we will never succumb to the cause of
terrorists.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution that will
be brought here before the House for a
vote is an earnest, heart-felt and com-
prehensive resolution putting the
House on record and standing once
again against terrorism.

This House already has a strong
record on this topic and has already
passed a number of bills designed to ac-
complish the main goal laid out in this
resolution, to remember the lessons of
9/11 and to honor the victims by pre-
venting another attack on American
soil. We have voted to give our law en-
forcement the tools they need to pros-
ecute the war on terror in the United
States and throughout the world, and
through the passage of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act and its reauthorization we
have once again reaffirmed that.

We have voted to implement a key
component of the 9/11 Commission by
creating Federal standards for the ap-
plication process in the issuing of
State identification cards through the
REAL ID Act.
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And this House has voted to secure
our borders through the Border Protec-
tion, Antiterrorism, and Illegal Immi-
gration Control Act and to defend our
ports through the Security and Ac-
countability for Every Port Act. We
have made important reforms in the in-
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telligence community through the In-
telligence Reform and Terrorism Pre-
vention Act and provided our first re-
sponders with the resources that they
would need with our annual Homeland
Security authorization and appropria-
tions process.

Mr. Speaker, this House has accom-
plished a great deal on behalf of the
American people to ensure the citizens
of the United States that they can be
safe here and abroad, but we under-
stand that this job is not yet done.
Next week the House is scheduled to
consider legislation that will build
upon all of this hard work, legislation
to further boost our national security
and to give our law enforcement the
tools it needs to prevent our shadowy,
ever-shifting, and determined enemy to
once again demonstrate that we do not
rest in the war on terror and that we
will not forget.

I encourage all of my colleagues to
join me in supporting this rule to let
our allies and our enemies alike know
that we will continue the war on terror
both in memory of those murdered on
September 11 and for the generations
still to come who will look back and
evaluate our ability to put partisan-
ship aside and to stand together on be-
half of our Nation, our citizens, and, in
fact, our civilization.

I encourage all of my colleagues to
support this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESSIONS), my friend, for yielding
me the customary 30 minutes, and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, today we remember
that terrible day of September 11, 2001.
We continue to mourn for those who
are lost. Our hearts continue to ache
for the loved ones left behind. We
honor those first responders who saved
so many lives. We continue to stand
firm as we pursue justice against those
who perpetrated those attacks. And we
remain committed to finding and
eliminating terrorists around the
world.

Mr. Speaker, almost every year since
2001, Congress has passed resolutions
commemorating the September 11 at-
tacks. In past years those resolutions
have been thoughtful, appropriate, and
solidly bipartisan, as they should be.
Sadly and unfortunately, that is not
the case this year.

Instead, the Republican leadership of
this House has chosen to include con-
troversial language in the resolution,
including language celebrating the pas-
sage of legislation that many of us,
both Democrats and Republicans, find
to be deeply problematic.

For example, the resolution before us
celebrates the passage of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act, which I and many others,
Republicans and Democrats, believe
went too far in sacrificing American’s
constitutional civil liberties.

Rand Corporation terrorism expert
Brian Michael Jenkins recently made
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this point very well. He argues that
strengthening America must involve
preserving American values. And I
quote: “We cannot claim to be a Nation
of laws, a champion of democracy,
when we too easily accept a disturbing
pattern of ignoring inconvenient rules,
justifying our actions by extraordinary
circumstances, readily resorting to
extrajudicial actions based on broad as-
sertions of unlimited executive author-
ity, and espousing public arguments
against any constraints on how we
treat those in our custody. The defense
of democracy demands the defense of
democracy’s ideals. To ignore this is to
risk alienation and isolation. And de-
feat.”

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, the reso-
lution before us celebrates the 2005 pas-
sage of what many of us consider to be
a punitive, controversial immigration
bill, a bill that couldn’t even pass the
Republican Senate and a bill that
President Bush does not even support.

Mr. Speaker, it did not have to be
this way, and it should not be this way.
On Monday night the United States
Senate passed its own version of the
September 11 resolution, S. Res. 565,
and I will insert a copy of the Senate
bill at the conclusion of my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill ap-
proaches this issue the right way. It
sticks to remembering the victims,
condemning the attacks and their per-
petrators, recommitting the TUnited
States to fighting terrorism, and com-
mending the members of our Armed
Forces, law enforcement personnel,
first responders, members of the intel-
ligence community, and others who are
on the front lines of this effort. The
Senate bill was cosponsored by every
single Senator, Republican and Demo-
crat. Every single Senator put their
names on this bill, and it was passed
unanimously. For the life of me, I can-
not figure out why the same thing is
not good enough for the leadership in
this House. Why on this subject, where
unity is vitally important, does the
leadership of this House seek disunity?
Let us commemorate, not politicize,
September 11.

This resolution should not be a Re-
publican resolution. It should be a res-
olution that defies party label. I am
worried that some in this House are so
consumed with politics that they
would use this terrible tragedy for par-
tisan gain, and I find that offensive.

The resolution before us also states
as fact that ‘‘the Nation is safer than it
was on September 11, 2001.”” Mr. Speak-
er, I would argue that the actions of
this administration, particularly the
war in Iraq, have made us less safe.
Five years ago the world stood in sym-
pathy and solidarity with America.
Today, America’s standing in the world
is at the lowest point in history. Mr.
Speaker, we invaded and now occupy a
country that posed no imminent threat
to the United States. Despite definitive
and repeated findings that there were
no ties between Iraq and al Qaeda, a
finding most recently echoed by the
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Republican-controlled Senate Intel-
ligence Committee, the President and
Vice President continue their mis-
leading efforts to link al Qaeda, Osama
bin Laden, Iraq, and 9/11 all together.

The war in Iraq and the war against
terrorism are distinct. The present Iraq
policy, many of us believe, has made us
less safe and must be changed. Even
our top generals in Iraq have conceded
that our policy in Iraq has actually
produced more terrorists. This does not
make us safer, Mr. Speaker. It makes
us more isolated and more vulnerable
in an increasingly dangerous world.

We know that resources were di-
verted from Afghanistan, where the 9/11
deadly plot was born, in order to in-
vade and occupy Iraq. And we know
now that the trail of Osama bin Laden,
the mastermind of 9/11, has grown
stone cold. We know that the Presi-
dent’s policies in Iraqg have put an
enormous strain on our military, with
U.S. military readiness levels now at
historic lows.

We know that the independent 9/11
Commission has just issued a 5-year re-
port card on President Bush and the
Congress filled with D’s and F’s on
homeland security. And I think we all
know, if we are being honest with our-
selves, that we in this Congress have
underfunded so much of our homeland
security.

We know that the invasion and occu-
pation of Iraq has increased the budget
deficit to record proportions because
this administration and Congress have
done what no other President and Con-
gress have ever done in the history of
the United States: they have continued
to fund this war completely outside the
normal budget and to grant a series of
tax cuts to the wealthiest of the
wealthy during a time of war.

And we know, Mr. Speaker, that Iraq
is rapidly descending into an ethnic
and religious civil war with a daily ci-
vilian toll that tells every single Iraqi
that nowhere is safe from violence, not
their homes, not their jobs, not their
schools, not even their hospitals.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution could
have been, should have been a thought-
ful, bipartisan commemoration of Sep-
tember 11, its victims, and the men and
women who fight to protect us each
and every day. That is what we should
have on the floor today. Unfortunately,
the resolution before us does not meet
that standard.

Members of this House have dif-
ferences about policy. There are dif-
ferences about the war in Iraq, and I
respect and appreciate my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle who have
a very different opinion on this war
than I do. We have differences about
protecting civil liberties. We have dif-
ferences about how best to deal with
immigration. But there are no dif-
ferences, there are no differences, when
it comes to honoring the memories of
those lost on September 11. There are
no differences when it comes to com-
mending the men and women on the
front lines of the war on terror. And
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there are no differences when it comes
to the desire to protect this country
from future terrorist attacks.

Mr. Speaker, I regret that the leader-
ship of this House, during this most
solemn week, has chosen not to focus
solely on the things that bring us to-
gether as Members of Congress and as
Americans.

S. RES. 565

Whereas on September 11, 2001, terrorists
hijacked four civilian aircraft; crashed two
of them into the towers of the World Trade
Center in New York City; and crashed the
third into the Pentagon outside Washington,
DC;

Whereas the fourth hijacked plane, United
Airlines Flight 93, crashed in Somerset
County, Pennsylvania, near the town of
Shanksville, after the passengers and crew of
that flight struggled with the terrorist-hi-
jackers to take back control of the plane, ul-
timately preventing the flight from reaching
its likely destination in Washington, DC;

Whereas the heroic actions of the rescue
workers, volunteers, Federal, State and local
officials who responded to the attacks with
courage, determination, and skill are to be
commended;

Whereas thousands of innocent Americans,
and civilians from many other countries,
were killed and injured as a result of these
attacks;

Whereas Congress declared, in the after-
math of the attacks, September 12, 2001 to be
a National Day of Unity and Mourning;

Whereas there has not been a terrorist at-
tack on the United States homeland since
the terrorist attacks five years ago; but al
Qaeda has perpetrated terrorist attacks
throughout the world against U.S. persons,
facilities, and interests, as well as U.S. allies
during that time; Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate:

(1) commemorates the life of each indi-
vidual who died as a result of the attacks of
September 11, 2001;

(2) extends its deepest condolences to the
victims of these attacks, as well as to their
families, friends, and loved ones;

(3) once again condemns in the strongest
possible terms the attacks, the terrorists
who perpetrated them, and their sponsors;

(4) commits to support the necessary steps
to interdict and defeat terrorists who plot to
do harm to the American people;

(6) recommits itself and the nation to
bringing to justice the perpetrators of the
attacks, along with their sponsors;

(6) honors and expresses its gratitude to
members of its Armed Forces, law enforce-
ment personnel, first responders, members of
intelligence community and others who have
bravely and faithfully participated in the
War on Terrorism since September 11, 2001;

(7) declares September 11, 2006, to be a Na-
tional Day of Remembrance, in commemora-
tion of the terrorist attacks against the
United States on September 11, 2001; and

(8) declares that when the Senate adjourns
today, it stand adjourned as a further mark
of respect to each individual who died as a
result of the attacks of September 11, 2001.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, my col-
league, from Massachusetts does clear-
ly talk about the differences of opinion
that we have, and I respect that dif-
ference. I would also say that this body
has an obligation to move forward and
work on issues that we think are cor-
rect and right. And quite honestly, Re-
publicans do see what has happened to
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this country, I believe, in a signifi-
cantly different way than what my col-
leagues, the Democrats, see.

Several months ago we had a vote,
and we have done this several times,
but a vote on the intelligence bill
where the Democrat Party wanted and
had a vote on the floor that would re-
quire law enforcement and intelligence
to release every single name of every
single person under investigation by
the FBI and intelligence agencies to
the Congress, to nonlaw enforcement
officials. These are the kinds of ideas
that Ms. PELOSI and the Democrats
have about how we go about protecting
this country. We politely disagree.

The resolution here today is not
about policy as it relates to what we
are trying to pass today. It is about
how this act that happened on 9/11 we
will not forget. We will thank the men
and women who protected us that day.
We will stand behind the men and
women of our military and intelligence
organizations. We give thanks to the
families who are here in this country
whose loved ones serve on the front
lines. And, lastly, we will let our allies
know and the terrorists know that we
will stay to the end. That is what this
resolution is about.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the chairman of the
Rules Committee, Mr. DREIER.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend for yielding. And I want to
congratulate the gentleman from Dal-
las for his very hard work and superb
management of this important resolu-
tion that we are considering here.

Mr. Speaker, 5 years ago this week,
an act of war pierced the security and
peace of our Nation. The murder of
nearly 3,000 by terrorist fanatics shook
our country to its core and stirred
within each and every one of us the de-
termination to defend our freedom and
our liberty with all of our might.

The global war on terror, a war that
we did not start, has delivered many
successes. Most of the top leadership of
al Qaeda have been captured or killed.
In Iraq and Afghanistan, where terror
was once cultivated and exported, 50
million people now have democrat-
ically elected governments. Some of
the most wanted terrorists in Iraq,
such as Osama bin Laden’s deputy Abu
Musab al-Zarqawi, are no longer free to
wantonly murder.

There have been quiet successes that
fall beyond the scope of the military
and away from the field of battle, Mr.
Speaker. Following passage of the PA-
TRIOT Act, we have seen terrorist cells
that have been broken up here in the
United States, five in particular, do-
mestic terrorist cells that have been
broken up because of the existence of
the PATRIOT Act.

0 1130

And we have also seen the breakup
around the world of these cells because
of legislative initiatives that we have
taken since September 11, 2001. The
Justice Department has won 253 con-
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victions in terror-related cases across
the United States.

Intelligence gathering and coopera-
tion between allies resulted in foiling a
plot to blow up commercial airliners
flying from London to the United
States just weeks ago. It is absolutely
essential that those in charge of keep-
ing us safe have every tool necessary to
do so.

The results of these diplomatic, in-
telligence, and military efforts are en-
couraging. Five years after September
11, 2001, our homeland has not been at-
tacked again, and that seems to be so
often forgotten, Mr. Speaker. Every
day we thank God that, because of
what we have done and because of the
initiative of our courageous men and
women, the United States of America
has not seen an attack in 5 years, when
many predicted that we would see
them follow immediately following
September 11, 2001. Yet, as the years
prior to 9/11 proved, periods of security
at home can lead to a false security.
An enemy that has no regard for
human life and no tolerance for free-
dom is an especially fierce foe. They
act and operate according to the belief
that, in the words of Osama bin Laden,
and I quote, ‘‘death is better than liv-
ing on this earth with the unbelievers
amongst us.”” Those are the words of
bin Laden.

Mr. Speaker, like the Cold War, the
global struggle will be measured in
decades, not years or months. While it
is important and appropriate to ques-
tion the tactics used in the global war
on terror, there can be no doubt that it
is critical to stay vigilant, stay com-
mitted, and stay on the offense. There
have been many trying and somber
days in the prosecution of this war, and
there will be many more to come. We
are especially thankful, as the gen-
tleman from Dallas just said, to our
men and women in uniform, from local
law enforcement to those in the mili-
tary. We offer our deepest appreciation
for the opportunity they have given
our Nation to know safety and free-
dom.

Now, Mr. Speaker, as we proceed
with this legislation, I am convinced
that, contrary to what was said by my
friend from Massachusetts, this resolu-
tion will enjoy strong bipartisan sup-
port just as resolution after resolution
that we have passed since September of
2001 have enjoyed.

Now, I have gone through and looked
at past resolutions that have enjoyed
great support from Democrats and Re-
publicans in this House, and they have
gone through many of the things that
we have done to recognize what it has
taken to be successful. And I believe
that focusing on our border security is
critical for that, and that is why the
House-passed version of the border se-
curity measure was important. And I
am pleased that we have the chairman
of the Homeland Security committee,
Mr. KING. He has worked very hard on
this and testified yesterday on behalf
of the nexus between our security and
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the fact that border security is na-
tional security.

Similarly, we have found that by
breaking up the financial network
through legislation like the SWIFT
program, which has enjoyed great suc-
cess, and unfortunately was disclosed
in the media, we have had success in
breaking up the financial aspect of
those who would do us in because of
the initiatives that we and this admin-
istration have taken. Mr. Speaker, I
would argue that had we not taken the
initiatives that we have over the past 5
years, things like the PATRIOT Act,
we would not be here today without
having suffered another attack on our
soil.

Today, we express our condolences,
our thoughts and prayers with the fam-
ilies and the loved ones of those what
paid the ultimate price on September
11, 2001, and the single best thing that
we can do for every single one of them
and their families is to ensure that we
put into place the tools necessary so
that it will never, ever happen again.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the comments from both my
friend from Texas and my chairman of
the Rules Committee, Mr. DREIER, the
gentleman from California, and I would
just say that that was a really good
campaign speech as he went through a
litany of issues. But this is not a day
for campaign speeches.

Mr. DREIER. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MCGOVERN. Once I finish my
sentence.

Mr. DREIER. I was just accused of
making a campaign speech when I am
talking about the reverence of Sep-
tember 11.

Mr. MCGOVERN. And I would say to
the gentleman that on Monday, those
Members who were in town, Repub-
licans and Democrats, gathered on the
East Front of the Capitol in solidarity.
There were no campaign speeches,
there was no politics. People gathered
in solidarity together to commemorate
those who lost their lives and to honor
those who gave such tremendous sac-
rifice on September 11th.

The United States Senate on Monday
night had a resolution that every sin-
gle Member of the United States Sen-
ate, Republican and Democrat, both,
all co-sponsored and passed unani-
mously. There was unity. There was a
desire not to debate the PATRIOT Act,
not to debate the House version of the
Border Security bill which the Repub-
lican-controlled Senate doesn’t like
and even the President doesn’t like. It
was about putting all those issues aside
where there are differences, not just
between Democrats and Republicans, I
would say to the gentleman from
Texas, but on issues like the PATRIOT
Act there were a number of Repub-
licans who had concerns about it.

So this is not about one party versus
the other. But on an issue like this in-
volving commemorating the terrible
tragedy of September 11 and honoring
those who sacrificed their lives, I
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would like to think in the spirit here of
what happened Monday night and using
the example of what went on in the
United States Senate, that we could
rise to the occasion.

Mr. Speaker, I would yield to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by saying it was within our lead-
ership that I first mentioned the idea
of our once again singing God Bless
America on the East Front of the Cap-
itol, and I believe that that was a very
important moment to once again let
the American people know that we
stand together, and it was my hope
that we would be able to see strong bi-
partisanship as we proceed in these
coming weeks following the fifth anni-
versary of September 11.

I also would like to say that as we
look at this resolution, and a strong
attempt was made by our leadership
team to work with Members of the mi-
nority to fashion a resolution that
would enjoy bipartisan support. And I
believe that it is essential for us to rec-
ognize the tools that have allowed us
to ensure that we have not suffered an-
other September 11. And I deeply re-
sent being accused of making a cam-
paign speech as we revere the lives that
were lost on September 11.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comments and reclaim
my time.

Mr. Speaker, let me state for the
record that in 2002, when we had a reso-
lution on this issue, it passed unani-
mously. In 2004 and 2005, the resolu-
tions that were brought to this floor
were jointly sponsored by Representa-
tives HYDE and LANTOS both times.
There was an effort at bipartisanship
then, and I think that is the model.
That is the model we should be fol-
lowing here. The bottom line is this is
not a resolution that has been pro-
duced as a result of bipartisan con-
sultation.

But let me go back to the point I was
trying to make in the beginning, and
that is, this is a very solemn week, and
we should not be doing anything but
trying to bring this House together
like they did in the United States Sen-
ate so that we speak with one voice
and that we make it clear that we are
together when it comes to commemo-
rating those who lost their lives and
those who have sacrificed so much and
those who continue to put their lives
on the line for the protection of all
people.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the

gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply like to
say that I think the gentleman from
Massachusetts makes a very important
point. We have seen resolutions since
September 11, 2001 pass unanimously
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and enjoy strong bipartisan support. I
would recommend that my colleagues
look at the resolutions that were
passed year after year since September
11, 2001, and recognize that in those res-
olutions we talked about the different
tools and the things that have been
utilized to ensure that we win the glob-
al war on terror. We want this to be bi-
partisan. Mr. Speaker, I will predict
that when this resolution is voted on,
that it will enjoy strong bipartisan
support.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia, Dr. GINGREY, 4
minutes.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of this rule and
the underlying resolution. As we just
marked the fifth anniversary of the
September 11 terrorist attack launched
against the United States, it is more
important than ever that we stand
united in condemning terrorism as we
engage in this epic battle for the future
of civilization.

In this war on terror, Mr. Speaker,
we are not in a battle of civilizations,
we are in a battle for civilization, and
our enemies are actively and aggres-
sively adjusting their tactics while
waging their terrorist war of religious
intolerance against the free nations of
the world.

Our government has achieved many
successes in this war and we have made
substantial progress. We have enacted
strong legislation, including the PA-
TRIOT Act and the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 which created the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. We have
strengthened our borders and ports
through the Enhanced Border Security
and Visa Entry Reform Act of 2002 and
the Maritime Transportation Security
Act of 2002. We have funded our first re-
sponders in the amount of $41.5 billion.
Our intelligence agencies are working
together like never before, thanks in
large part to the Intelligence Reform
and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004.

While many of our political oppo-
nents have disagreed with our efforts,
these changes are directly responsible
for preventing another attack against
our Nation since 9/11.

Thanks to our counterterrorism
techniques, the United States and our
allies have foiled several terrorist
plots, disrupted terrorist cells, includ-
ing several in our own country, and
brought many high-profile terrorists to
justice.

Just one month ago, Mr. Speaker,
British authorities in London foiled a
plot to blow up as many as 10 United
States bound commercial airliners.
The cooperation of British and Amer-
ican intelligence and counterterrorism
authorities that led to the foiling of
this plot is proof of two indisputable
facts: First, we cannot let our guard
down in the fight against terrorism;
and, second, the steps Congress has
taken since the tragic events of 9/11 are
indeed working.

It is therefore critically important,
Mr. Speaker, that we continue giving
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America the tools it needs to fight the
global war on terror.

As stated by the 9/11 Commission, we
must continue making strides and
using terrorism finance as an intel-
ligence tool. It is absolutely appalling
that, in the light of this, 174 of my
Democratic colleagues still voted
against H. Res. 895, legislation sup-
porting intelligence and law enforce-
ment programs that track terrorists
and condemning the publication of any
classified information that could po-
tentially impair the fight against ter-
rorism. Not only did House Democrats
vote against making the Committee on
Homeland Security permanent at the
beginning of this Congress, 120 of them
opposed the creation of Homeland Se-
curity in the first place.

Mr. Speaker, no matter how much we
have at times disagreed on how to pros-
ecute the war on terror, none of us will
ever forget the attacks of September
11. Let me be clear. By supporting this
resolution, we are standing strong and
sending a message that we will con-
tinue fighting the terrorists. We will
prevail no matter how long it takes.
We are telling the terrorists that they
will never again catch us off guard, and
that an enemy committed to the death
and destruction of the American way of
life will not prevail. I know the
strength of America, I know the
strength of her people, and I know that
we will be victorious in this fight for
freedom. We must continue honoring
the memory of those heroes who died
on 9/11 by standing strong against ter-
rorism and taking the fight to the
enemy.

This resolution simply reaffirms our
commitment, and it deserves, as our
chairman and Mr. SESSIONS said, the
full support of this fight. I hope all of
my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting this rule and the underlying
resolution.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to remind some of the pre-
vious speakers here that the title of
this bill, H. Res. 994, is expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives
on the fifth anniversary of the terrorist
attacks launched against the United
States on September 11, 2001. And I do
that because we have heard a lot of
speeches here and we have talked about
a lot of different issues that are sepa-
rate from commemorating those who
lost their lives, those who sacrificed on
September 11, those who continue to
protect our country.

0 1145

We have talked about the PATRIOT
Act and border security. We have
talked about a whole litany of things,
and those are all certainly important
issues and legitimate issues for us to
discuss, how best to protect this coun-
try. Those are things we should be de-
bating here on a regular basis on the
House floor, but they are controversial,
some of these initiatives. They are con-
troversial with a lot of Members of
your own party.



September 13, 2006

I wish we would get back to the point
that this resolution here today, and
what some of us are troubled by, is
that this should be about unity and
this should be about honoring those
who sacrificed, those who lost their
lives, those who have served our coun-
try so well. That is what this should be
about and not a litany of controversial
items that you want to promote during
a campaign year.

If you want to do that, do it in a sep-
arate resolution, take up a separate
bill, but we should all be together when
it comes to a resolution on September
11.

The United States Senate got it
right. They got it right over in the
United States Senate. We should do the
same here in the House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we think we got it
right. We think we did the PATRIOT
Act right. We think we did intelligence
authorization right. We think we do a
lot of things right around here. We are
going to stand up for this country, Mr.
Speaker. We are going to stand up for
the men and women who protect our
country. We are going to stand up and
give the men and women of the intel-
ligence community the things that
they need.

Today, it is right and fitting to say
thank you; we will not forget and we
will be vigilant to protect this country.
That is what this resolution is about.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. KING),
the chairman of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding, and
I in particular appreciate the oppor-
tunity to be able to speak on this issue,
an issue which I believe is vital to the
history of our Nation and indeed to the
future of our Nation.

As the sponsor of the legislation and
chairman of the Homeland Security
Committee, I took a special interest in
doing all that I could to ensure that
this resolution would reflect the think-
ing of the Congress and would not be at
all provocative.

But the fact is, September 11 was the
darkest day in our Nation’s history. It
was also a day of exceptional bravery
and courage, and year after year since
September 11, 2001, we have expressed
this sense of the Congress, we have ex-
pressed the sense of the House. We have
pointed to the tremendous bravery
that occurred that day, the actions of
the police and the fire and the emer-
gency workers. We have certainly re-
ferred to the terrible suffering that oc-
curred that day.

But also, it is essential we not just
lament what happened that day, not
just acknowledge the suffering of that
day, but I believe we owe it to history
to show what Congress has done. It is
not enough just to say we feel sorry for
what happened. It is important we
show what we are doing, what we are
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doing as Members of Congress, to re-
spond to the horrors of that day.

In putting together this resolution,
the leadership on our side of the aisle
reached out to the other leaders cer-
tainly. On my committee, we reached
out to Democratic members of our
committee trying to put together a
resolution, and the fact is the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, who is a
good friend of mine, he acts as if this
resolution this year is so markedly dif-
ferent than what was passed in pre-
vious years.

Well, if you go back to 2004, the reso-
lution referred to introduced by Mr.
HYDE and Mr. LANTOS, H. Res. 757, it
goes through a long listing of what has
been done since September 11, 2001. It
refers to the war in Iraq as being part
of the war against terrorism. It refers
to port security and border security, to
the Terrorism Threat Immigration
Center. It talks about taking away the
financial assets of terrorists. It goes on
and on, listing a number of issues
which apparently today would be con-
sidered extremely controversial.

We make no reference at all to Iraq
in today’s resolution, other than to
mention the men and women of our
Armed Forces who are in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. We make no mention of the
NSA electronic surveillance program
which enjoys the support of the over-
whelming majority of American citi-
zens. We make no reference to the
SWIFT program, which is going after
the terrorist finances, which was to me
in violation of the Espionage Act re-
leased on the front page of the New
York Times. Even though it is entirely
legal and entirely effective, we make
no reference to that, but we do talk
about the PATRIOT Act because that
was a response of Congress.

Now, history may judge that we did
the wrong thing. I am absolutely con-
vinced we did the right thing in passing
the PATRIOT Act, and I think we owe
it to the American people to let them
know what we did. Also, maritime se-
curity, intelligence reform, port secu-
rity, immigration reform, all of these
are tied to the issue of international
terrorism.

This is the way Congress responded,
and I think it is not enough just to say
it was a tragedy that happened on Sep-
tember 11. Let us talk about what we
did.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
says he objects to the language in here
that we are safer since September 11.
Okay. Maybe we can have an honest
difference of opinion on that. The fact
is, even the co-chairmen of the 9/11
Commission say we are safer today
than we were on September 11. The
junior Senator from my State has said
we are safer now than we were on Sep-
tember 11. These are certainly not Re-
publican apologists.

Quite frankly, while I understand the
good faith on the other side, I as a per-
son who lost almost 150 friends, neigh-
bors and constituents resent the fact
that by us introducing the resolution
this is a campaign speech.
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As I was going to commemoration
after commemoration on Monday, I did
not say this as being part of the cam-
paign. To me, this is our way of re-
sponding. Again, you may be right, and
maybe in the future people will say it
was wrong to break down the wall be-
tween the FBI and CIA and it may be
wrong to be going after terrorist assets
and it may be wrong to listen in on ter-
rorist conversations. So be it. Let his-
tory be our judge.

But let this resolution stand for what
Congress has done, is doing and wants
to do if we are serious about winning
the war against international ter-
rorism.

If we want to talk about campaigns,
I would wonder where were you in 2004
when a resolution, if you want some
partisan references, by your definition
would be far more partisan than we are
introducing here today or is it perhaps
that the political party has been
changed somehow, and now what was
more than acceptable in 2004 is not
even remotely acceptable today?

So, if we are going to inject politics
into it, let us be honest who is raising
the political issue. I know that our
leadership and the Speaker of the
House went out of his way and their
way to try to make this a bipartisan
resolution. I certainly did. When you
compare what we are stating today and
what we stated in 2004, to me there is
no doubt over who is being partisan
and who is trying to exploit this issue.
I find that wrong.

I am saying I am proud to stand with
this resolution. I am proud to support
it. I urge the overwhelming majority of
Republicans and Democrats to put
aside partisanship, you do not have to
agree with every word of our resolu-
tion, to say that Congress has re-
sponded and has done its best to re-
spond to the attacks of September 11.

Again, let history be our judge. I am
more than willing for history to be our
judge, and I am proud to stand on the
record of the Congress, Republicans
and Democrats, and I urge the adoption
of the rule and urge the adoption of the
underlying resolution.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would just respond to the gen-
tleman by again pointing to what the
other body, the United States Senate,
did where 100 Senators, Democrats, Re-
publicans, came together as one, co-
sponsored a resolution and voted
unanimously for a resolution.

That is what we should be doing dur-
ing this solemn week, not introducing
legislation that inspires, quite frankly,
the kind of debate that we have here
today about issues that really are not
about commemorating that day but
issues that are highly controversial,
ranging from everything to immigra-
tion to civil liberties to you name it.
That is not the way we should be doing
this.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3% minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from New
York (Mr. HINCHEY).
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Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
very much opposed to this rule. This is
an issue that deserves a lot more atten-
tion than is allowed under this rule. It
is a closed rule, has no opportunity for
amendments.

Let me just cite one example of the
language in this resolution which needs
much more attention than is provided
under this rule and frankly within the
resolution itself.

In the resolution, it says that the
United States today is safer than it
was on September 11, 2001. I disagree
with that, and I think a great many
people disagree with it because all of
the evidence points in the other direc-
tion. We are not safer today than we
were.

Why are we not safer? Primarily be-
cause the administration and the lead-
ership in this Congress corrupted the
attack against the United States on
September 11, 2001, and behaved in
ways that have made the Nation less
safe.

Instead of focusing on the perpetra-
tors of the attack of September 11,
2001, the al Qaeda network and the
leader, Osama bin Laden, the adminis-
tration and the Defense Department
backed off. They let him escape and he
is free today.

The fact of the matter is 19 members
of al Qaeda attacked the United States
on September 11, 2001. There was a
handful of them in addition to those 19.
Now that number has grown enor-
mously. There are far more members of
al Qaeda and associate terrorist net-
works spread all over the Middle East,
and they are engaged in activities
which constitute a threat to our coun-
try and many others.

Subsequently, the attack against
Iraq was a totally corrupt response to
the attack of September 11, 2001. Iraq
had nothing to do with that attack,
nothing whatsoever.

The President in his speech to the
country the other night said the re-
gime of Saddam Hussein represented a
great threat. That is not the case. All
of the intelligence indicates that Sad-
dam Hussein represented no threat
whatsoever to the United States, just
as all the intelligence now makes it
very clear that there was no connec-
tion between Saddam Hussein or Iraq
and the attack of September 11 against
the United States, and there was no
evidence of weapons of mass destruc-
tion in Iraq.

So, instead of attacking the people
who attacked us, the administration,
with the consent of this Congress, at-
tack another country that had nothing
to do with it. The fact of the matter is
the world and our country today are
far less safe as a result of the way in
which the administration and the lead-
ers of this Congress behaved.

We need to live up to our obligations
here in the Congress. We need to con-
duct an investigation as to why the ad-
ministration behaved the way it did.
Why did it not pursue the people who
attacked us, why did it let Osama bin
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Laden go free, why did we attack Iraq
which had nothing to do with this, why
did the President of the United States
say that Iraq had weapons of mass de-
struction when all of the intelligence
indicated that there was no evidence
that there were weapons of mass de-
struction, no chemical or biological
weapons left and no nuclear weapons
program?

So the fact of the matter is that this
resolution does not focus on the issue
the way it ought to be focused upon,
and this rule does not provide us the
opportunity to expand the resolution,
to offer amendments, to engage in the
kind of debate that this issue needs so
that the people of this country can un-
derstand exactly what has been hap-
pening to them.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The gentleman from New York de-
scribed his disagreement with the ad-
ministration. I understand that. We
had seen the administration before this
President ignore, completely ignore,
the advice from the CIA. As a matter of
fact, I remember at least one CIA di-
rector resigned under President Clin-
ton because he could not get President
Clinton to pay attention to more than
3 hours in a month to the intelligence
needs of this country.

We have already talked about how
vote after vote after vote by the Demo-
crats that they choose to gut our abil-
ity, in my opinion, to effectively not
only have law enforcement but to
chase down those that may do harm
against this country.

Some choose to characterize that we
are not safer today than what we were
before the attack. I completely dis-
agree with that. I would completely
disagree with that because 1 think
every single American that day learned
of the tremendous forces that were
aimed at the United States that we had
really been completely unaware of be-
fore.

So I think that we are better off
today. Are we absolutely safe? No. Are
we safer? Yes, we are, and we have a re-
sponsibility to maintain that line of
defense.

This resolution has nothing to do
with that. It is a resolution, the force
of this body, to say we respect the men
and women who on 9/11 gave their lives;
we are sorry for the men and women
who have been injured as a result of
that; we are going to support our mili-
tary; we are going to support the fami-
lies and we will never forget; and we
are going to back up our allies; and we
are going to make sure that we get it
right. That is what this resolution is
about.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
just take issue with the gentleman
from Texas. He says this whole ques-
tion of the Nation being safer than it
was on September 11, 2001, has nothing
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to do with this resolution. Well, that is
what it says in this resolution, if he
reads the resolution. There are some
things contained in this resolution
that people over here, and that people
on both sides legitimately have some
questions with.

Mr. Speaker, may I
much time remains.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 11 min-
utes remaining and the gentleman
from Texas has 22 minutes remaining.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I will
close for our side.

Mr. Speaker, the issue about whether
or not the Nation is safer than it was
on September 11, 2001, is a legitimate
topic for debate, but not on this resolu-
tion. The issue of the PATRIOT Act,
there are differences on that. I have a
lot of reservations about the PATRIOT
Act, as do many Republicans. That is a
legitimate debate we should continue
to have. The issue about how best to
protect our borders is a serious and im-
portant and legitimate issue. President
Bush and Senator McCAIN have one
opinion on how we should do it, which
I think makes a heck of a lot more
sense than the view of the Republican
majority in this House, but that is cer-
tainly a legitimate debate. But it
doesn’t belong in a resolution com-
memorating the lives and the sacrifices
of those individuals on September 11,
2001.

And I guess I wish that just once,
just once the leadership on the other
side of the aisle could bring to this
floor a piece of legislation, especially
on an issue like this, that is not
stained with politics. Why does every-
thing have to have a political slant to
it? I think people are sick of it, I really
do. I think on issues like this people
want us to come together, as we have
done in the past, as the other body has
done, and speak with one voice. Let us
not make this into something it
shouldn’t be.

So, Mr. Speaker, I am asking Mem-
bers of this House to vote ‘“‘no’ on the
previous question so that we can con-
sider a much better resolution, one
that respectfully commemorates this
most somber occasion. If the previous
question is defeated, I will amend the
rule so that instead of voting on the di-
visive partisan resolution made in
order under this rule, we will consider
the text of the truly bipartisan resolu-
tion that was adopted in the Senate on
the fifth anniversary of September 11.

Not only was this measure passed by
unanimous consent in the Senate on
September 11, the actual day of the an-
niversary, it was cosponsored by every
single Member of the United States
Senate: every single Democrat, every
single Republican.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment and extraneous materials imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

inquire how
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There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this is
the resolution we should be considering
today, and let me tell you why. It was
not written for political gain or for 30-
second sound bites. It was written with
the sole intent and purpose of remem-
bering the tragic events of September
11, 2001, and to honor and mourn the
victims of that horrific day.

I think we owe it to the people of this
great Nation to put politics aside for
this one day and show that we are
Americans first and that some things
are sacred and should never be used for
political purposes.

So I would urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no”” on the previous question so
we can consider the Senate version of
the September 11 commemorative.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes,” and I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ because it
is the honorable and the right thing to
do, to say thank you to the men and
women who gave their lives, to say
thank you to the men and women who
were heroic in their efforts to try and
save people, and it is the right thing to
do to say to the men and women of our
military and our intelligence commu-
nities that we believe you have not
only done a great job but we thank
your families also for those sacrifices.

We believe it is the right thing to do
to remember this event 5 years later.
We believe it is the right thing to do to
let the world know that the United
States Congress, this body, in this
House resolution, believes that we will
stay strong not only in the war on ter-
rorism but that we believe that fight-
ing for civilization and peace and op-
portunity in this world is the right

thing.
We have heard from three of this
Congress’ greatest leaders, PHIL

GINGREY, PETE KING, who is the chair-
man of the committee, and the young
chairman of the Rules Committee, Mr.
DREIER, as they have spoken elo-
quently about not only what this coun-
try stands for but about how our re-
spectfully saying thank you and re-
membering this day is a part of our job
and is the right thing to do.

I urge all of my colleagues to vote on
behalf of this resolution.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:
PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES. 996, THE

RULE FOR H. RES. 994 EXPRESSING THE

SENSE OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ON THE 5TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE TERRORIST

ATTACKS LAUNCHED AGAINST THE UNITED

STATES ON SEPTEMBER 11, 2001

Strike all after the resolved clause and in-
sert:

‘“‘Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the resolution printed in section 2
expressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives upon the five-year anniversary
of the terrorist attacks against the United
States on September 11, 2001. The resolution
shall be considered as read. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the resolution and preamble to final adop-
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tion without intervening motion or demand
for division of the question except: (1) four
hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the Majority Leader and Minority
Leader or their designees; and (2) one motion
to recommit.”

SEC. 2. The following is the text referred to
in Section 1:

RESOLUTION

““A resolution expressing the sense of the
House of Representatives upon the five-year
anniversary of the terrorist attacks against
the United States on September 11, 2001.

Whereas on September 11, 2001, terrorists
hijacked four civilian aircraft, crashed two
of them into the towers of the World Trade
Center in New York City, and crashed the
third into the Pentagon outside Washington,
D.C.;

Whereas the fourth hijacked plane, United
Airlines Flight 93, crashed in Somerset
County, Pennsylvania, near the town of
Shanksville, after the passengers and crew of
that flight struggled with the terrorist-hi-
jackers to take back control of the plane, ul-
timately preventing the flight from reaching
its likely destination in Washington, D.C.;

Whereas the heroic actions of the rescue
workers, volunteers, and State and local offi-
cials who responded to the attacks with
courage, determination, and skill are to be
commended;

Whereas thousands of innocent Americans,
and civilians from many other countries,
were Kkilled and injured as a result of these
attacks;

Whereas Congress declared, in the after-
math of the attacks, September 12, 2001, to
be a National Day of Unity and Mourning;
and

Whereas there has not been a terrorist at-
tack on the United States homeland since
the terrorist attacks five years ago, but al
Qaeda has perpetrated terrorist attacks
throughout the world against United States
persons, facilities, and interests, as well as
United States allies during that time:

Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) commemorates the life of each indi-
vidual who died as a result of the attacks of
September 11, 2001;

(2) extends its deepest condolences to the
victims of these attacks, as well as to their
families, friends, and loved ones;

(3) once again condemns in the strongest
possible terms the attacks, the terrorists
who perpetrated them, and their sponsors;

(4) commits to support the necessary steps
to interdict and defeat terrorists who plot to
do harm to the American people;

(b) recommits itself and the Nation to
bringing to justice the perpetrators of the
attacks, along with their sponsors;

(6) honors and expresses its gratitude to
members of the United States Armed Forces,
law enforcement personnel, first responders,
and others who have bravely and faithfully
participated in the War on Terrorism since
September 11, 2001; and

(7) declares September 11, 2006, to be a Na-
tional Day of Remembrance, in commemora-
tion of the terrorist attacks against the
United States on September 11, 2001.”’

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.
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Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives, (VI, 308-311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution * * * [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: Although
it is generally not possible to amend the rule
because the majority Member controlling
the time will not yield for the purpose of of-
fering an amendment, the same result may
be achieved by voting down the previous
question on the rule * * * When the motion
for the previous question is defeated, control
of the time passes to the Member who led the
opposition to ordering the previous question.
That Member, because he then controls the
time, may offer an amendment to the rule,
or yield for the purpose of amendment.”’

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of
Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules’ states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question
on a resolution reported from the Committee
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question,
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate
thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda to offer an alternative plan.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance o